THE  EVIDENCE  OF  THE  PLAYS
Therefore, between the astonishing attitude of the
learned, in refusing even to discuss any possible de-
parture from orthodoxy, and the angry gibes of the
unlearned, who are just sufficiently interested not to
wish their conventional beliefs disturbed, the extra-
ordinary advances made in the last few years into
this most intricate problem have been largely ignored
or ridiculed, and have only been conducted under
circumstances of considerable difficulty and dis-
couragement. It is not creditable to English scholar-
ship that this should be so; it might have been thought
that the whole of the work in connection with the
discoveries following Mr. Looney's remarkable book,
Shakespeare Identified, would have received at least
sympathetic attention and respectful criticism from
Shakespearean scholars. This, however, has not been
the case, and, up to the present, neither Mr. Looney's
book, which was the first to put forward Edward de
Vere, seventeenth Earl of Oxford, as the main author
of the plays, nor the research work of Colonel B. R.
Ward, which tended both to elucidate and confirm
this theory, nor the most important labours of Dr.
Rendall on the Sonnets and handwriting of these
(which also, in a most remarkable manner, strength-
ened the case for Oxford), nor Father de Vere
Beauclerk's remarkable chart of the portraits, nor the
minute, erudite and enthusiastic works of Mr. Percy
Allen, have received that attention and consideration
which is undoubtedly their due.
Again:
The increasing weight of evidence in  favour of
Lord Oxford's claim as "William Shakespeare," how-
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